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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jeon (U.S. 
5,951,684) in view of Richman (U.S. 6,003,097). 

As per claim 1, Jeon teaches a method of monitoring an image-forming device by a 
monitoring device, comprising: realizing a location of the image-forming device; querying the 
image-forming device for an identity of a manufacturer of the image-forming device; and 
querying the image-forming device, utilizing the identity of the manufacturer of the image- 
forming device, for the identity of the model of the image-forming device, if the querying of the 
image-forming device for the identity of the manufacturer of the image-forming device is 
successful (column 4, lines 1 1-59). Jeon does not specifically teach updating of received 
information into a database. Richman teaches updating in a first database of the image-forming 
device (column 4 lines 27-55); updating in the first database the identity of the image- forming 
device (column 4, lines 27-55); establishing a communication means for the image-forming 
device according to information stored in the first database (column 4, lines 27-55). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include a 
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database for storing the information obtained from the image-forming device, as taught by Jeon 
in the system of Richman. The motivation for doing so lies in the fact that the storage of 
information would allow for facilitated manipulation of the information. Both inventions are 
from the same field of endeavor, namely the auto-configuration of computer objects. 

As per claim 2, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein if the querying of 
the image-forming device for the identity of the manufacturer of the image- forming device is 
successful and the querying of the image-forming device for the identity of the model of the 
image-forming device is unsuccessful, then the step of establishing a communication means is 
according to an image-forming communication means that is common to all devices 
manufactured by the manufacturer of the image- forming device (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59; 
Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37; line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - 
column 51, line 16). 

As per claim 3, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein if the querying of 
the image-forming device for the identity of the manufacturer of the image-forming device is 
unsuccessful and the querying of the image-forming device for the identity of the model of the 
image-forming device is unsuccessful, then the step of establishing a communication means 
comprises establishing an image-forming communication means that is common to all devices 
(Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37; line 59 - column 38, 
line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16). 

As per claim 4, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein if the querying of 
the image- forming device for the identity of the manufacturer of the image-forming device is 
unsuccessful and the querying of the image-forming device for the identity of the model of the 
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image-forming device is unsuccessful, then the step of establishing a communication means 
comprises establishing an image-forming communication means that is common to at least one 
manufacturer of image-forming devices (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59; Richman: column 6, lines 

I- 10; column 37; line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 51, line 16). 

As per claim 5, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein if the querying of 
the image-forming device for the identity of the manufacturer of the image- forming device is 
unsuccessful and the querying of the image-forming device for the identity of the model of the 
image-forming device is unsuccessful, then the step of establishing a communication means 
comprises establishing an image-forming communication means that is common to at least one 
known model of the identified manufacturer of the image-forming device (Jeon: column 4, lines 

I I- 59; Richman: column 6, lines 1-10; column 37; line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 
64 - column 51, line 16). 

As per claim 6, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of 
querying the image-forming device for the identity of the model of the image- forming device 
utilizes the identity of the manufacturer of the image-forming device to query the image-forming 
device with model identification codes that are particular to the manufacturer of the image- 
forming device (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59; Richman: column 8, lines 1-12). 

As per claim 7, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising 
querying the image-forming device for the unique identification of the image-forming device 
prior to the step of querying the image-forming device for the identity of the manufacturer of the 
image-forming device (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59; Richman: column 7, lines 10-20). 
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As per claim 8, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the unique 
identification of the image-forming device is a unique sequence of data designated to the image- 
forming device by the manufacturer of the image-forming device (Richman: column 8, lines 1- 
13). 

As per claim 9, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the step of 
updating in the first database the location of the image-forming device includes updating the 
unique identification of the image-forming device in the first database (Richman: column 4, 
lines 11-27). 

As per claim 10, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, but does not specifically 
teach that the querying is executed by SMNP. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this component, as the use of SMNP to 
query network objects is extremely well known in the art. The motivation to use this protocol 
lies in the fact that this would add functionality to the invention by diversifying what protocol 
can be used. 

As per claim 1 1, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of 
realizing the location of the image-forming device comprises automatically detecting that the 
image-forming device is electrically coupled to the controlling device (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1- 
59). 

As per claim 12, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the step of 
realizing the location of the image-forming device is accomplished by an input by a user 
(Richman: column 4, lines 57-65). 
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As per claim 13, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the monitoring 
device and the image-forming device are networked computer devices coupled to one another by 
a network (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59). 

As per claim 14, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 13, wherein the step of 
realizing the location of the image-forming device comprises detecting, by the monitoring 
device, that the network location of the image-forming device has changed (Jeon: column 4, 
lines 1 1-59; Richman: 4; 57-65). 

As per claim 15, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 13, wherein the location of 
the image-forming device is a network location of the image-forming device on the network 
(Jeon: column 4, lines 11-59). 

As per claim 16, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 13, wherein the network 
location of the image-forming device is an Internet address (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59). 

As per claim 17, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, but does not specifically 
teach the accessing of the database by an interface independent of the database file format. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include 
this limitation, as it is well known in the art. The motivation for doing so lies in the fact that 
having multiple interface types being able to access database files would allow the invention to 
be more diverse and versatile, such that it becomes functional for many interfaces. 

As per claim 18, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 17, but does not specifically 
teach the employment of the ODBC standard. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this component, as it is well known in the 
art. The ODBC standard is one to which many databases meet. 
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As per claim 19, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 1, wherein at least a portion 
of the first database is duplicated on a second database (Richman: 4; 42-55). 

As per claim 20, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 19, but does not specifically 
teach the communication between databases being executed by email. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this functionality, 
as Jeon-Richman allows for the use of any type of network communications, thus allowing for 
email. 

As per claim 21, Jeon-Richman teaches the method of claim 20, but does not specifically 
teach the use of SMTP to transmit the email. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in art at the time of the invention to include this functionality, since most email transfers involve 
the use of SMTP, and is thus very well known. 

As per claim 22, Jeon-Richman teaches a monitoring device for monitoring an image 
forming device, the monitoring device configured to: realize a location of an image-forming 
device; update in a database the location of the image-forming device; query the image-forming 
device for an identity of the manufacturer of the image-forming device; updating in the database 
the identity of the manufacturer of the image-forming device, if the controlling device is unable 
to obtain the identity of the manufacturer of the image-forming device; query the image-forming 
device, utilizing the identity of the manufacturer, for an identity of the model of the image- 
forming device if the controlling device is able to obtain the identity of the manufacturer of the 
image-forming device; update in the database the identity of the model of the image-forming 
device, if the controlling device is able to obtain the identity of the model of the image-forming 
device; and establish a communication means for the image-forming device according to 
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information stored in the database (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59; Richman: column 4 lines 27- 
55; column 6, lines 1-10; column 37; line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 50, line 64 - column 
51, line 16). 

Claim 23 is rejected on the same basis as claim 1. 

As per claim 24, Jeon-Richman teaches a method for a monitoring device to establish a 
communication means for an image-forming device, comprising: querying the image-forming 
device for an identity of a manufacturer and the identity of the model of the image-forming 
device (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59); establishing a communication means for the image- 
forming device using a communication means that is common to all image-forming devices of 
the manufacturer of the image-forming device if the querying of the image-forming device did 
not identify either the manufacturer and the model of the image-forming device (Jeon: column 4, 
lines 1 1-59; Richman: column 6, lines 1-24); establishing a communication means for the 
image- forming device using a communication means that is common to all image-forming 
devices of the manufacturer of the image-forming device if the querying of the image-forming 
device identified the manufacturer of the image-forming device and the querying of the image- 
forming device did not identify the model of the image-forming device (Jeon: column 4, lines 
1 1-59; Richman: column 5, lines 41-67); and establishing a communication means for the 
image-forming device using a communication means that is particular to the model of the image- 
forming device if the querying of the image-forming device identified both the manufacturer and 
the model of the image-forming device (Jeon: column 4, lines 1 1-59; Richman: column 5, lines 
1-40). 

Claims 25 and 26 are rejected on the same basis as claim 24. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on August 17, 2005 have fully been considered and have 
been respectfully traversed by the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tanim Hossain whose telephone number is 571/272-3881. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on 571/272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Tanim Hossain 
Patent Examiner 
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